
Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications

Commission
1919 M Street, N.W. r! 1
Washington, DC 20554 0/

The attached communication is submit
ted for your consideration, and to ask that
the request made therein be complied with,
if possible.

If you will advise me of your action in
this matter and have the letter returned to
me with your reply, I will appreciate it.

Enclosed are some additional
comments from my constituents
for inclusion in the record.
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RECEIVED

MAR .:. 8.1993
FEDEFW. CaiMUMCAT/CJlS COMMISOON

Very Truly yours, CfACEOFTHESECRETARY
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The Honorable Anthonv C. BeiLenson
2465 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington. DC 28515

Dear Mr. Beitenson:
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r have been interested tn Model aviation for over four decades. I
aM very act i.ve i.n a local club "'hose MeMbers. enjoy construct i.ng and
operating radio controlled Model airplanes. It is one of the Most
enjoyable and satisfying activities I have ever participated in.

I aM very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal COMMunications COMMission (fCC).
The proceedin9 in PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the ne", rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
Model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling Model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is priMarily used for private land Mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart frOM the land Moblle frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either use tnterfering with the other.

Noy the FCC w~nts to create More land Mobile frequencies by
spLitting theM ioto narrower bandwidth and rearranging the band plan,
As a result. Many ldnd Mobile frequencies will Move closer to the
radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I aM told that of the 58 frequencies that are presently
~vaiLable for radio control of Model airplanes, only 19 frequencies
witt he left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our Model airplanes under radio control. we go to great
tengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
nUMDer of usable frequencies is diMinished as proposed by the FCC. the
reMaining frequen(~es will beCOMe congested and the Margin of safety
witt be greatly decreased.

PLease understand that Many Model airplanes have wing spans up to
19 feet and weigh as Much as 38 or 48 pounds. The Models theMselves
are expenStve to build; but More to the point, they are capable of
caustng property daMage, serious injury, or even death if radio
int~rferen[e causes the nperator to !use contrD! of the ~raft. We
orTen TlY our Modeis at or9an~zed events and contests where hundreds
of operators pdrttctpate. We need the use of our full COMpleMent of
radto frequenc\es \n order to assure a safe flying environMent.



I do not think tt is Wlse of the fCC to seek to tnprove the
operatio9 conditions of land Mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control Modelers. The fCC May not thlnk we are as iMportant as
business users of radios, but we have a considerable investMent in our
Models and ~n our radio equipMent. The hobby provides Many hours of
enjoyMent to thousands of people like Myself and contributes to the
advanceMent and developMent of the cOMMe,c~al aVlatioD industry.

Please help Me continue the safe enjoynent of My pastine bV not
ai. towing the FCC to carry out lts proposals for the 72-76 ttlz bamL

Sincerely,



The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
200 N. Westlake Blvd.
Suite 211
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Dear Mr. Beilenson:

RECE\VED
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I have been interested in aviation and aerobatics for years. To pursue my interests I took up ohe hobby of radio
controlled model aircraft construction and flying. I belong to the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios. Due to the expense of this hobby it has taken me many years to acquire the tools, kits, engines
and radios to built my little fleet.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Jf adopted the new rule will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio controlled frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobil frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either of us interfering with each other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new
Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RiC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists. In fact more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of mobil radio users at the expense
of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we arc as important as business users of radio, but we have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please hell) me continue the safe enjoyment of m)' IHlstime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
Ilroposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need )'our help urgently because the FCC has a
de:ulline of FebruaQ' 26. 1993 lIfter which it ma)' become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals
from going into effect.

Sin},1rely,
~J'~~L._

David KL~mann
Newbury Park, CA
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
2465 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Beilenson:
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January 31, 1993
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I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing
and operating radio controlled airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of the model airplanes, only
19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve
the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies.
If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by
the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The model themselves
are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We
often fly our models at organized events and contests where
hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment



in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
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February 5, 1993

The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
united states House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Beilenson,

I am writing with regards to the proposed rule making:

PR Docket 92-235 to which I am opposed. I am retired and derive

many hours of pleasure from building and flying radio controlled

models. I am active in our local club, the Valley Radio Control

Flyers, and I own two pieces of radio equipment that would

be unusable if this frequency assignment is adopted. The models I

build weigh as much as ten pounds and operate at speeds up to

eighty miles per hour; this, obviously, mandates safety of the

airwaves. since the proposed new frequencies are so close,

interference will occur which will definitely result in a dangerous

and hazardous condition at the model flying sites.

Sincerely Yours,

~~
Harold Johnson
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The Honorable
United states
Washington DC

Dear Mr. Beilenson

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hObbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

sincerely,

(
'----



The Honorable Anthony C. Beitenson
21831 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1918
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
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I haue been interested in Model aviation for over four decades. I
an very active in a local club whose MeMbers enjoy constructing and
operatlnq radio controlled Model airplanes. It is one of the Most
enjoyable and satisfying activities I have elJer participated ~n.

I aM very concerned about the proposed rutes that are currently
under consideration by the federal COMMunications COMMission (FCC).
The ~roie~din9 iri PR Docket 92-235. If adopted. the new rules Yifl
greatly reduce the usability of frequen~ies currently assigned for
Model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
fop controliioq Model a~rplanes.

Our radio ~ontrot frequenc~es are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is priMarily used for private land Mob~le dispatch operat~ons.

However, our rad~o control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart frOM the land Mobile frequencies that ~e have been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the fCC wants to create More land Mobile frequencies by
spl~ttlng theM into narrower bandwidth and rearranging the band pi2n~

As a result, Many land Mobile frequencies w~ll Move cLoser to the
radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I aM told that of the 58 f~equencies that are presently
available for radio cGntrol of Modei alr?~~nes, unly 19 frequenc~es

will be Left if these new rules are adopted,

When we fly our Model airplanes under radio ~ontroi. we go to great
tengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders dnd the
protect{on of property. Many of our safety precautions invotv~ the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
nUMber of usable frequencies is diMinished as proposed by the FCC, the
reMaining frequenc~es will becohe cungested and the Margin of safety
w~ll he greatLy decreased.

Please understand that Many Model airplanes have wing spans up to
18 feet and weigh as Much as 38 or 48 pounds. The ModeLs theMselves
are expensive to build; but More to the point. they are capable of
causing property daMage i serious injury, or e~en death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We
often fly our Models at organized euents and contests where hundr~ds

uf uperators part ic i_pate. We need the use of our fu II COMp leMent of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environMent.



I do not th~nk tt ~s wise of the rcc to seek to iMprove the
operating cunditions of land Mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control Modelers. The rcc May not think we are as iMportant as
business users of radios. but we have a considerable investMent in our
Models and ~n our radio equipMent. The hobby provides Many hours af
enjOyMent to thousands of people like Myself and contributes to the
advanceMent and developMent of the COMMercial aviation industry.

Please help Me continue the safe enjOyMent of My pastiMe by not
allowing the rcc to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincere I,y;
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February 2, 1993

Mr. Anthony C. Beilenson
Congressman
United States House of Representative
Washington, D.C. 20515

-"" 't ~ •
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Dear Congressman Beilenson:

I want to register my opposition to certain proposed rules currently under consideration
by the Fed~ral Communication Commission (FCC) of the proceeding PR Docket 92-235.
This concerns new rules which will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned to remotely controlled miniature aircraft. This represents a substantial increase
in the risk of accidents caused by significantly more powerful transmitters overwhelming
the radios used for controlling the aircraft.

Safety is a major concern when you consider that miniature aircraft typically weigh 20-30
pounds and are traveling up to 100 miles an hour. It is estimated that of the 50
frequencies available for radio control of the miniature aircraft, only 19 are possibly usable
if the proposed rule is enacted. The practical affect to be in the safety consideration
would be to obsolete hundreds of thousands of dollars and perhaps millions of dollars in
existing radio equipment if this grab for additional frequencies by land/mobile operators
is permitted.

I have personally operated these aircraft for over 30 years and can speak with authority
on the above issues. Additionally, this activity has led thousands of young people into
technical and aerospace careers, not to mention the fact that it is a productive and
challenging activity for thousands of young people.

- continued -
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Mr. Anthony C. Bielenson
Congressman

I ask for your support in preventing the FCC from granting the additional frequencies to
the land/mobile operators.

Sincerely,

F. Michael O'Brien

FMOB:akG
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
Capital Hill Office
10:,2::1 Long\lJort:h
House Office Building
Washington, D.C., 20515.

Dear Mr. Beilenson~

FEDERAL CQW~UNICATIOOS O)'lMiSSION
CH!CEDFTHE SECRETARY
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First let me congratulate you on your recent and successful
reelection to the Congress. I'm certain that your presence there will
continue to be meaningful and an asset for the betterment of the
Congress and of the country as a whole.

I am a retired naval officer living in Tarzana where I derive
many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. This is a hobby in which I have been
involved for nearly 60 years, and which was influential in my having
served in the Navy for twenty-four years.

I am VERY CONCERNED about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCCl.
The proceeding isPR Docket 92-235. If adopted. the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of radio frequencies currently assigned
for model use and will increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our current aircraft radio control frequencies are in the 72 
76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are now only far enough apart from other land mobile
frequencies that we are barely able to share the band with minimal
i n t E-:' r-- f E:' r-- t"~ n c: E~ t:l Eo' t.: l.j E' E" 1'''1 t j-"I E~ cj :i_ -r -f E~ r E' n t u ~:; E: r- -:::; ..

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting the eXisting frequencies into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will mOVe closer to the aircraft radio control freauencies and cause
disastrous interference with aircraft control. Of the fifty
frequencies presently in use for model alrcraft control, all of
which are needed. only nineteen frequencies will be useable if these
new rules are adopted.

Model aviation, like full scale aviation. does have a degree of
inherent danger, and the safety of operators and spectators and the
protection of property are of utmost concern. Safety precautions
involve the careful control and coordination of our radio frequencies
t 0 (~r--I<::;U_ -1'E'! m 1_ 1'1 i rnuiTI r:i. ",: k D t i ,", j 1...\ r-:-,' a r--Id dd ina ;::, E~ to P C-Dp I:.~r t: y.. I -f -1:.: h f'::'

number of uSdble frequencies is dlnlinished as proposed by the FCC.
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build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing significant
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. The use of the
full allotment of current radio frequencies without interference from
other closely assigned usages is absolutely essential in order to
assure a safe flying environment, and it is unwise of the FCC to seek
to improve the operating conditions of other land mobile radio users
at the expense and increased hazards of model aircraft operation. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of participants,
and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry, and this proposal by the FCC would have a
disastrous affect on this.

Please help continue the safe enjoyment of this hobby by lending
your support and not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for
the 72 - 76 MHZ radio band.



Gerald D. Schwartz
5856 Norwich Avenue

Van Nuys, CA 91411-3010

The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
U. S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Subject: NPRM-PR Docket 92-235, FCC Rule Making

Dear Congressman Beilenson:
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I have been interested in full-size and model aviation for as long as I can
remember and am now very active in a local club whose numerous members -
young and old -- enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes. In addition, I am an aviation historian and writer. Like many
of my friends, I personally derive many hours of enjoYment in my hobby and
from operating my various radio controlled model airplanes at the nearby
public parks.

At this time I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted. the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarilly used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies
and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the
50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination
and use of the radio control frequencies. The heart of our club's safety
program starts with frequency control. When at the flying field. to
preclude radio frequency interference, all transmitters are impounded in
the impound area. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and



the margin of safety will be greatly decreased. This most assuredly will
result in the loss of control and the crash of member's airplanes and
possible physical injury.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing SPans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are ;'expensive
to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injUry, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as imPortant as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands
of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

It should also be noted that I own eight pieces of expensive radio control
system equipment that would be completely unusable if this frequency change
is allowed to be adopted. I would not like to look forward to being forced
some day to purchase new equiPment in order to stay active in my hobby.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Thank you for taking the time to act on my behalf in this important matter.

Sincerely,

jf-,,-,~ ~:L~.



The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
united states House of Representatives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will qreatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

sincerely,
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
united states House of Representatives
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. ,If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control' frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RiC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable ir.dustry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

sincerely,
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The Honorable Anthony Beilenson
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
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Dear Mr. Beilenson:

I have been interested in aviation for a long time and derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and
operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am extremely concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
ComnlUnic::ations Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the'usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told of the 50 frequencies that are presently
available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly out model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40
pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft We often
fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but we
have a considerable investment in our models and radio equipment. I myself have about $3,000 invested. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for
the 72-76 Mhz band.

Be assured, that if you do not vote against this proposal, I will not vote for you again in any future elections.

Sincerely,


